zoology was enriched by his th?ughtful and permanently useful contributions, some of which have had a long-continuing influence in ecology and genetics. Even his short papers describing new species were organized and reflective of sound judgment based on command of the whole range of systematic mammalogy. It becomes those of his successors who knew him best to reflect on his career, to examine its meaning, and to subject it to thoughtful analysis for the lessons derivable from it. It is not the purpose of this essay to attempt a critical evaluation of the man and of his influence, which will find an appropriate place in a history of American natural history museums, when that is written. Though his reputation was mainly in mammalogy, he could by no means forget his first love---ornithology--and from his election as The principal outward events of his twelve years with the Biological Survey were his continuing travels in western and northern North America. These gave him a command of the geography of the continent and especially of Alaska. In this period fell the preparation of two systematic reviews of genera of rodents. The first of these, the 'Revision of the pocket-mice of the genus Perognathus' (1900) was As to the personal Osgood, he molded a staff that maintained an extraordinary degree of good relations within the museum. His editorship of the scientific papers of the junior members of his staff was extremely competent and helpful, in the matters of content and organization as well as in details of composition. I well remember the difficulty of arguing with him about usage of vernacular zoological terms. He could always refer me to 'Webster's Dictionary' and I only later learned that he had himself written or rewritten the definitions. We all envied him the ability to write page after page with scarcely an interlineation.
My own relations with Dr. Osgood (as I mostly addressed him) became more and more friendly during our 25-year-long, staff relationship. After bringing me to the Chicago Museum, he left me free to develop my career as our resources and my abilities permitted. In this our relations were almost a repetition of those of Dr. Osgood with his own predecessor, as is related in his appreciation of C. B. Cory in an earlier volume of 'The Auk.' When it was arranged that I should succeed him as Chief Curator of the Department, we became still more intimate. We jointly planned to have a few weeks together in the field, in Chile, as part of the 1939 Magellanic Expedition. This plan failed, and it is a matter of deep regret to me that I could not personally know the side of "The Chief" that was well known to his companions in field and camp. At home and in the Museum he was reserved and even aristocratic in temperament. In the field the 'basic simplicity and humility of his character was brought out, reflecting, perhaps, his life-long familiarity with mountain and forest and his deep love of the wilderness.
His later friendships were largely outside the museum, for he sadly outlived the intimate circle of such early naturalist friends of the Cooper Club and the Biological Survey as Barlow, Hollister, Heller, and Fuertes, who had been his campmates. His social gifts were great, and he was a valued member of the University and University Club circles in which he moved. A bachelor all his life, he exhibited no touch of misogyny and was a favorite in mixed company, notably in a group that engaged in readings of classical and modern dramatic works, with parts assigned to the individual members. His outdoor recreation was mainly golf and fishing, but for his vacations he turned more and more to short field trips for the collecting of the small rodents of which he was so genuinely fond.
It is interesting, then, to reflect on the life of a naturalist so typical of his generation. The roots of his career lay in the field-collecting era that produced and was produced by the vogue of private collections of birds, birds' eggs, and mammals. He lived through and played a part in the period of great expansion of the United States Bureau of Biological Survey, which in his day devoted its energies and funds to a program essentially in pure science--the fanhal survey of a continent and the attempt to derive meaning from its results. As head of a Division of Mammals and Chief Curator of a Department of Zoology -in a great museum for thirty years, he helped to make both his Department and his Museum great. In the course of his career he acquired more than a specialist's command of his subject, so much so that he should be enumerated among the foremost of mammalogists, not merely of his own time, but of the whole period of the rise of systematic zoology since Linnaeus. Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago, Illinois, January 7, 1950. Owing to the individual variation appearing in almost every character of any given form, it is scarcry possible to identify these owls except in numbers from topotypical populations. Twenty-two subspecies, of which two are proposed for the first time, are here considered recognizable in series.
THE RACES OF THE COLLARED SCOPS
For the loan of valuable material my thanks are due the authorities of the American Museum of Natural History, of the Academy of
